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Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

Claims discussed: 
Claim 22 

Prior art documents discussed: 



Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

The examiner suggested changes to claim 22 for clarification including changing " to wirelessly communiticate" to wirelessly 
receive and transmit. The examiner also sugested removal of the (i), (ii) and (Hi) in the claims for clarity. Claim 12 was discussed 
as confusing as only the first infonvation sensor has a measurement calculating unit. 
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